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On  the  same  day,  Aug.  12,  Egypt  and 
Syria  separately  released  “evidence” 
charging  the  U.  S.  with  attempting  to 
overthrow  their  governments.  In  Cairo 
a  prosecution  witness  opened  the  long- 
heralded  trial  of  13  Egyptians  with  a 
charge  that  the  conspiracy  to  assassi¬ 
nate  Col.  Nasser  was  an  “imperialist 
American  plot.”  In  Damascus,  a  gov¬ 
ernment  communique  charged  that  the 
U.  S.,  working  with  France,  tried  to 
bribe  Syrian  army  officers  to  overthrow 
President  Shukri  al-Kuwatly  with  $300 
to  $400  million.  They  were  to  occupy 
Lebanon,  Jordan  and  Iraq  in  return  for 
making  peace  with  Israel. 

To  bolster  the  charge  which  was 
made  obviously  to  undermine  the  posi¬ 
tion  of  anti-Communists  in  the  internal 
political  struggle,  the  Syrians  ousted 
three  U.S  diplomats  accused  of  com¬ 
plicity.  Our  government  branded  the 
“plot”  as  a  complete  fabrication. 

Meanwhile  in  Cairo  one  of  the  chief 
defendants  stunned  the  court  by  insist¬ 
ing  that  he  had  been  kidnapped  and 
tortured  by  Nasser’s  agents  and  thus 
forced  to  make  a  false  confession. 

Collaborators 

Syrian  Defense  Minister  Khaled  Al- 
Azm  is  returning  home  from  a  gala 
reception  in  Moscow  with  a  Soviet 
agreement  to  provide  Syria  with  eco- 
nomic  aid  estimated  at  3100  million. 

The  agreement,  announced  on  Aug. 
7,  will  heighten  collaboration  between 
the  two  countries.  Syria  needs  aid  to 
stave  off  an  impending  financial  crisis 
brought  on  in  part  by  arms  deals  with 
Communists  exceeding  $140  million. 

A  Soviet  pledge  to  intervene  if  fight¬ 
ing  breaks  out  on  Syria’s  borders  was 
reported  by  the  Syrian  delegation. 
Other  reports  say  that  the  USSR  is 
sending  two  submarines  and  six  motor 
torpedo  boats  to  Latakia,  Syria’s  grow¬ 
ing  naval  base. 

Communist-Syrian  co-operation  on 
the  propaganda  front  is  exemplified  by 
Soviet  threats  against  Israel  in  the 
recent  flare-up  on  the  Israel-Syrian 
border.  Typical  is  an  article  published 
{Contimied  on  page  24) 


Business  Bows  to  the  Boycott 

Public  opinion  is  critical  of  the  decision  of  Shell  Oil  and  British 
Petroleum  to  suspend  Israel  operations.  It  should  be  reconsidered. 

The  companies  insist  that  their  reasons  are  entirely  commercial. 
But  the  Israel  market  has  grown  during  the  last  nine  years.  It  totaled 
$20  million  in  1956'.  The  more  likely  explanation  of  the  companies’ 
action  may  be  found  in  the  Jordan  press: 

“The  Arab  govemmenU  made  a  common  demand  to  the  company  to 
follow  their  boycott  regulation*.” — FtdmetiH,  April  28,  1956.  “The  Arab 
government*  warned  Shell  for  the  la*t  time  to  liquidate  it*  operatioii*  in 
I*rael.” — ElSmrih,  May  5,  1956. 

But  even  if  business  in  Israel  has  become  unattractive,  the  London 
Economist  on  July  27  attributes  this  to  previous  concessions  to  the 
Arab  boycott  Crude  oil  is  brought  to  Haifa  not  from  the  Middle  East 
but  from  distant  Venezuela,  and  the  Haifa  refinery  runs  at  only  30% 
of  capacity  because  its  products  are  marketed  only  in  Israel.  The 
Economist  recalls  the  acts  of  compliance  with  the  Arab  boycott  ‘Tor 
which  the  western  governments  had  such  cause  to  blame  themselves 
when  the  Suez  Canal  crisis  blew  up  a  year  ago.  Therefore,  it  is  wrong 
and  ought  to  be  reconsidered.  To  give  in  is  bad  policy  and  will  prove 
in  the  long  run  bad  business.” 

Rep.  Emanuel  Celler  (D)  N.Y.,  Chairman  of  the  House  Judiciary 
Committee,  charged  that  the  international  oil  cartel  had  surrendered 
to  Arab  boycott  pressures  and  that  this  amounts  to  a  virtual  veto  of 
American  foreign  policy.  ‘‘As  the  oil  cartel  submits  as  a  body  to  po¬ 
litical  blackmail,  so  it  bl^omes  the  major  concern  of  the  United  States. 
It  is  time  that  the  Congress  took  a  long  hard  look  at  our  anti-trust  en¬ 
forcement  in  the  international  arena.” 

★ 

The  London  Times  has  termed  the  oil  companies’  action  ‘‘profoundly 
disquieting.”  The  Washington  Post  on  Aug.  6  declares  that  ‘‘anything 
that  seems  to  be  knuckling  under  to  this  boycott  will  Invite  more  high¬ 
handedness  and  it  is  to  be  hoped  that  the  British  government  will  con¬ 
sider  fully  the  psychological  implications  of  a  withdrawal.”  The  Au¬ 
gust  issue  of  Fortune  Magazine  points  out  that  the  boycott  ‘‘has  been 
strictly  observed  by  Middle  East  oil  companies  anxious  to  please  their 
Arab  landlords.”  Fortune  says  that  Aramco  has  reportedly  gone  so 
far  as  to  threaten  to  cancel  its  contract  with  European  firms  producing 
such  innocent  apparatus  as  floating  roofs  for  water  tanks  if  those  firms 
do  business  witii  Israel. 

Shell  Oil  has  many  friends  in  the  U.S.  and  much  good  will.  Last 
year,  its  gross  totaled  $1,635  billion.  Cori^rations  understandably  are 
eager  to  avoid  any  involvement  in  international  politics  but  they  have  a 
responsibility  to  public  opinion  when  their  activities  have  an  impact 
on  international  relations  and  the  peace.  Since  last  October  the  Arab 
states  have  intensified  their  boycott  of  Israel  because  they  have  ap¬ 
parently  abandoned  hope  of  defeating  her  militarily  in  the  near 
future.  The  Director-General  of  the  special  Arab  boycott  office  de¬ 
clared  on  Jan.  19:  ‘‘Continuation  of  the  present  policies  is  likely  to 
lead  to  the  elimination  of  Israel.” 

To  yield  to  that  boycott  is  to  feed  the  Arab  conviction  that  there 
is  no  ne^  to  make  peace  and  that  Israel’s  days  are  numbered. 
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The  President’s  Report 
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ANALYSIS:! 


President  Eisenhower’s  first  report  to 
Congress  on  the  implementation  of  the 
Administration’s  Middle  Eagt  Doctrine 
is  a  restrained  statement.  The  Presi¬ 
dent  believes  that  the  joint  resolution 
on  the  Middle  East  approved  by  Con- 
egress  in  March  “played  a  central  part 
in  the  recent  amelioration  of  the  con¬ 
ditions  in  the  area.” 

But  the  report  is  devoid  of  excessive 
optimism.  'The  President  says:  “De- 
spite  progress  achieved,  no  grounds  for 
complacency  exist.” 

The  major  purpose  of  the  Eisenhower 
Doctrine  was  to  put  international  Com¬ 
munism  on  notice  regarding  the  con¬ 
sequences  of  aggressive  action  and  to 
assure  nations  in  the  Middle  East  that 
the  U.S.  was  ready  to  assist  them  to 
maintain  their  independence  against  the 
threat  of  international  Communism. 

The  report  reveals  that  the  Richards 
mission  distributed  fll8.7  million.  Of 
this  million  was  in  economic  aid 

(of  which  (52.7  million  was  grant  and 
116  million  was  loan)  and  (51  million 
was  for  military  aid.  Subsequently  the 
ICA  arranged  for  (55.1  million  in  addi¬ 
tional  programs,  bringing  the  total  to 
(174.2  million. 

One  of  the  puzzling  aspects  was  the 
omission  of  Israel  from  the  list  of 
countries  to  which  Ambassador  Rich¬ 
ards  made  allocations.  Asked  for  an 
explanation  by  Rep.  D.  S.  Saund  (D) 
Calif.,  Richards  explained  to  the  House 
Foreign  Affairs  Committee  that  Israel 
was  interested  in  housing  (for  incom¬ 
ing  refugees.  He  did  not  think  Israel 
“was  badly  disappointed  at  not  getting 
any  of  this  money.  .  .  .  The  kind  of 
project  Israel  was  interested  in  was 
not  the  kind  of  project  that  would  back 
up  or  shore  up  the  Eisenhower  Doc¬ 
trine.  Israel  understood  that.” 

However,  in  the  President’s  current 
report  to  dongress,  listing  the  types  of 
projects  for  which  funds  were  com¬ 
mitted  in  the  Arab  countries,  the  very 
first  item  is  “low  cost  housing  and  slum 
clearance.” 

The  remainder  of  the  list  includes 
improvement  of  municipal  village 
water.supply  systems;  rural  electrifica¬ 
tion  ;  irrigation  projects ;  road  con¬ 
struction  and  improvement  and  related 
facilities;  improvement  of  air.trans- 
portation  facilities;  general  economic 
surveys  leading  to  improved  develop¬ 
ment  planning;  development  of  broad¬ 
casting;  assistance  in  strengthening 
education  systenu ;  improvement  of  tele¬ 
communications;  development  of  basic 
industrial  facilities  and  basic  re¬ 
sources;  improvement  of  railroad  fa¬ 
cilities;  improved  regional  teleconunu- 
nication,  railroad,  and  road  systems. 


This  is  a  highly  commendable  pro¬ 
gram  and  far  more  useful  to  the  people 
of  the  area  and  far  more  effective  in 
strengthening  resistance  to  Communism 
than  the  (51  million  of  “military  hard¬ 
ware,  tanks,  vehicles,  electronic  equip¬ 
ment,  ammunition  and  military  con. 
struction”  which  was  also  distributed. 

How  tho  Unitod  Stotos  Stands 

Mr.  Richards  reported  that  the  U.S. 
has  much  goodwill  in  the  Middle  East. 

This  was  a  unique  and  refreshing  dec¬ 
laration  because  a  major  Arab  propa¬ 
ganda  theme  holds  that  the  U.S.  has 
lost  the  Middle  East  because  of  its 
friendship  for  Israel.  Many  pilgrims 
have  returned  from  Arab  lands  deeply 
disturbed  by  the  ferocity  of  Arab 
spokesmen  who  never  fail  to  insist  that 
the  U.S.  has  liquidated  Arab  friend¬ 
ship,  which  can  be  redeemed  only  by 
the  liquidation  of  Israel  itself.  Mr. 
Richards’  testimony  is  effective  rebut¬ 
tal.  “You  will  be  astounded  at  the 
goodwill  the  U.S.  still  has  in  the  Middle 
East,”  Mr.  Richards  told  Congress.  “To 
me  it  was  gratifying  to  find  a  great 
reserve  of  goodwill  and  respect  for  the 
U.S.  I  think  love  and  respect  for  the 
U.S.  ...  is  higher  than  it  has  been  in 
some  time.” 

Tactics  of  tho  Doctrino 

Since  the  major  purpose  of  the  Eisen¬ 
hower  Doctrine  is  to  stop  Communism 
in  the  Middle  East,  it  follows  that  a 
major  tactic  has  bMn  the  attempt  to 
weaken  Nasser,  not  by  frontal  collision, 
but  by  isolating  him  and  by  the  at¬ 
tempt  to  build  up  rival  Arab  leader¬ 
ship.  The  tactics— often  difficult  to 
understand  and  sometimes  in  otter  ne¬ 
gation  of  our  major  purpose — seem  to 
be  governed  by  obsessive  preoccupation 
with  the  need  to  contradict  and  con¬ 
found  Nasser’s  propaganda. 

Nasser  preaches  positive  neutralism. 
His  powerful  propaganda  apparatus 
reaches  the  Arab  peoples  in  many  coun¬ 
tries  and  engages  their  loyalty  even 
against  their  own  governments.  He  de¬ 
nounces  partnership  and  alliance  with 
the  great  powers.  For  him  there  is 
only  one  great  power — the  mirage  of  an 
Arab  nation  which  will  dominate  from 
Casablanca  to  Baghdad  and  which  he 
will  personally  rule. 

Our  efforts  to  spike  this  propaganda 
explain  some  of  the  formulations  of  the 
Eisenhower  Doctrine.  Departing  from 
procedures  we  have  followed  elsewhere, 
we  seek  no  alliances  and  treaties  in  the 
Middle  East. 

In  a  sense,  we  ourselves  emulate 
Nasser’s  neutralism,  for  we  have  de¬ 


liberately  assumed  a  posture  of  neutral¬ 
ity  on  the  intra-regional  conflicts  which 
divide  and  torment  the  peoples  of  the 
area.  Under  the  Eisenhower  Doctrine, 
these  issues  are  referred  to  the  UN. 

The  Doctrine  has  been  criticized  on 
this  ground,  since  it  is  argued  that  this 
works  for  an  indefinite  postponement 
of  the  peace,  because  the  Afro-Asian 
and  Communist  coalition  in  the  UN  is 
now  large  enough  to  defeat  any  pro¬ 
posal  which  does'  not  coincide  com¬ 
pletely  with  the  program  of  the  Arab 
League.  Nevertheless,  the  Administra¬ 
tion  contended  that  the  major  task 
was  to  convince  the  Arab  states  that 
the  main  danger  in  the  Middle  East  was 
Communism  and  that  if  they  could  be 
armed  and  united  in  resistance  to  Com¬ 
munism,  their  hostility  to  Israel  might 
cease  to  be  tiieir  overriding  obsession. 
Events  have  not  confirmed  this  thesis. 
There  is  no  break  in  the  wall  of  Arab 
hostility.  On  the  contrary,  Arab  coun¬ 
tries  which  receive  aims  from  lu  are 
just  as  rabidly  against  Israel  as  those 
which  do  not.  An  anti-Israel  attitude 
is  the  badge  of  Arab  patriotism. 

Prosidanfs  Promise 

In  the  July  issue  of  Foreign  Affaire 
Quarterly,  Hamilton  Fish  Armstrong, 
its  editor,  reminds  us  of  the  language 
which  President  Eisenhower  used  last 
March  3  when  the  President  urged 
Prime  Minister  Ben-Gurion  to  withdraw 
Israel  forces  from  Gaza  and  Aqaba.  The 
President  reassured  Mr.  Ben-Gurion 
that  “Israel  will  have  no  cause  for  re¬ 
gret  having  thus  conformed  to  the 
strong  sentiment  of  the  world  com¬ 
munity.”  And  he  continued,  “It  has 
always  been  the  view  of  this  govern, 
ment  that  after  the  withdrawal  there 
would  be  a  united  effort  by  all  the  na¬ 
tions  to  bring  about  conditions  more 
stable,  more  tranquil  and  more  con¬ 
ducive  to  the  general  welfare  than  those 
which  existed  heretofore.”  Mr.  Arm¬ 
strong  comments  that  “so  far  as  is 
known.  President  Eisenhower  has  not 
yet  moved  to  initiate  ‘the  united  effort’ 
promised  on  March  8.” 

Does  the  Doctrine  succeed  in  its  ma¬ 
jor  objective?  Are  we  moving  effec¬ 
tively  •to  challenge  Nasser? 

There  is  disconcerting  evidence  that 
Nasser’s  propaganda  efforts  have 
gained  with  ^e  people  both  in  and 
outside  Egypt.  He  has  little  to  offer 
them  in  material  benefits.  He  has  no 
food  for  the  hungry  and  no  medicine 
for  the  sick.  He  will  dazzle  and  feed 
them  with  the  glamor  of  a  renascent 
and  resurgent  supra-nationalism  which 
could  either  coerce  Saud  and  Hussein 
into  allegiance  or  subvert  their  regimes,  j 
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With  Whom  Wo  Doal 

In  an  article  in  the  Aug.  1  issue  of 
the  ManekeaUr  Guardian  Weekly,  it  is 
argued  that  “the  central  error  of  Amer¬ 
ican  policy  is  that  it  is  based  exclusively 
on  governments  and  takes  no  account 
of  popular  feelings.”  It  is  the  same 
error  the  British  made  and  thus  while 
we  try  to  shore  up  an  unpopular  Hus¬ 
sein  and  an  autocratic  Saud,  Nasser 
rallies  Arab  masses  to  his  banner  and 
derides  the  U.S.  as  the  successor  of 
England,  the  perpetuator  of  its  policies 
and  the  heir  to  its  legacy  of  ill-will. 

In  the  world  of  protocol,  it  is  not  easy 
to  conduct  a  policy  which  bypasses 
rulers  to  reach  the  people.  It  is  not 
simple  to  formulate  a  program  to  bring 
the  American  message  of  freedom  to 
masses  of  people  who  do  not  know  its 
meaning  and  have  little  interest  in  it. 
We  hardly  qualify  as  crusaders  for 
freedom  when  we  enter  the  Middle  East 
as  the  protectors  of  dictatorial  kings. 
As  in  many  other  places  of  the  world 
our  leadership  of  the  free  world  has 
been  sadly  embarrassed  by  the  un. 
democratic  tendencies  of  those  we  have 
honored  as  allies  and  protect. 

To  add  to  these  difficulties  we  compli¬ 
cate  our  task  by  military  aid.  We  are 
not  likely  to  win  the  affection  of  people 
whose  rulers  we  arm  to  repel  their  own 
aspirations  for  progress  and  change. 
Our  Point  4  missions  on  the  other  hand 
are  gaining  more  friends  for  democracy 
than  the  promiscuous  distribution  of 
tanks  and  planes  which  may  be  used 
against  our  allies,  against  ourselves  and 
the  very  peoples  we  seek  to  befriend. 

This  balance  sheet  is  relieved  by 
other  considerations. 

The  Administration  is  determined  to 
keep  the  Gulf  of  Aqaba  open  to  inter- 


'  national  shipping,  rejecting  Baud’s  de- 


'  mands  that  these  “holy”  waters  be 


sanctified  for  pilgnrims  only,  not  to  be 
contaminated  by  infidels. 


Another  is  the  Administration’s 
struggle  to  rescue  the  1967  Mutual 
Security  Program.  Senate  and  House 
leaders  compromised  differences  on  the 
bill,  fixing  the  total  authorization  at 
13.367  billion,  almost  one  half  a  bil¬ 
lion  below  the  President’s  request.  But 
the  President  has  been  forced  to  make 
last  minute  dramatic  efforts  to  head 
off  further  cuts  which  may  come  when 
Congress  considers  the  appropriation 
next  week. 

Finally  there  is  growing  recognition 
in  high  places  that  arms  shipments  to 
the  Arabs  miut  be  curtailed.  These 
are  defended  with  little  or  no  fervor  on 
the  ground  that  if  we  do  not  supply 
them  the  Russians  will,  as  they  do  in 
Bffypt,  Syria  and  Yemen.  But  this  is 
the  track  to  a  disastrous  arms  race  and 
on  Aug.  14  the  New  York  Timee  edi¬ 
torially  warned  that  the  Communist 
build-up  is  again  assuming  large  pro¬ 
portions.  It  said:  “The  time  may  be 
approaching  when  the  U.  S.  will  have 
to  do  something  effective  in  or  outside 
the  UN  to  meet  this  growing  danger.” 


IN  WASHIN6T0N . . . 


IMG  Funds 

The  Supplemental  Appropriation  Bill 
passed  by  the  House  on  Aug.  8  author¬ 
izes  distribution  of  |3,626,000  in  Israel 
pounds  for  more  than  40  Israel  educa¬ 
tional,  cultural  and  scientific  projects. 

The  money  has  been  accumulating  in 
Israel  since  1962  from  the  sale  of  Amer. 
ican  books  and  periodicals.  Under  the 
terms  of  the  informational  media  guar¬ 
antee  program,  it  must  be  spent  in 
Israel.  This  progn^am  enables  Amer¬ 
ican  publishers  to  sell  in  Israel  by 
guaranteeing  them  payment  in  dollars 
for  the  Israel  pounds  that  the  U.  S. 
collects.  'The  projects  were  recom¬ 
mended  by  Bernard  Katzen,  who  was 
sent  to  Israel  last  year  by  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  this  purpose. 

Opponents  of  the  measure,  led  by 
Rep.  Hamer  H.  Budge  (R)  Idaho,  and 
Rep.  Clare  E.  Hoffman  (R)  Mich.,  were 
defeated  in  two  attempts  to  strike  out 
the  allocation:  111  to  82,  and  146  to  76. 
Others  who  opposed  the  measure  on  the 
floor  included  Reps.  Dawson  (R)  Utah, 
Gross  (R)  Iowa,  Jones  (D)  Mo.,  and 
Miller  (R)  Neb.  Most  of  the  opponents 
expressed  friendship  for  Israel  but  ex¬ 
plained  that  they  could  not  support 
voting  funds  for  the  type  of  projects 
in  the  program. 

Rep.  John  J.  Rooney  (D)  N.Y.,  vig¬ 
orously  led  supporters  of  the  measure, 
and  he  was  joined  by  Reps.  Gordon  Can- 
field  (R)  NJ.,  Emanuel  Celler  (D) 
N.Y.,  Frederic  R.  Coudert,  Jr.  (R) 
N.Y.,  Walter  H.  Judd  (R)  Minn.,  Rob¬ 
ert  W.  Kean  (R)  NJT.,  John  W.  McCor¬ 
mack  (D)  Maes.,  Ji.mes  Roosevelt  (D) 
Calif.,  and  Sidney  R.  Yates  (D)  lU. 

ParmaiMiit  UNEF 

Passage  by  the  Senate  on  Aug.  8  of  a 
resolution  approving  the  establishment 
of  a  permanent  UN  Force  similar  in 
character  to  the  present  UNEF  stationed 
in  Gasa  and  Sharm  el-Sheikh  was  a 
tribute  to  the  perseverance  of  Sen.  John 
J.  Sparkman  (D)  ALu,  who  has  been 
advocating  it  for  ten  years.  His  work 
was  praised  by  Sen.  Alike  Mansfidd 
(D)  Mont.  Hie  resolution  recommends 
that  individuals  be  permitted  to  volun¬ 
teer  for  the  UN  Force  but  that  no  men 
or  units  he  accepted  frmn  the  perma¬ 
nent  members  of  the  Security  CounciL 

Aid  for  Saud 

Considerable  mystery  envelops  the 
American  aid  program  to  Saudi  Arabia. 


A  report  published  by  the  ICA  dis¬ 
closed  that  our  government  had  agreed 
to  grant  Saudi  Arabia  the  sum  of  $26 
million  for  economic  assistance.  The 
ICA  report  declared: 

“During  the  discussions  on  contin¬ 
ued  Saudi  Arabian-U.S.  cooperation 
and  the  extension  of  U.S.  rights  at 
Dhahran  Air  Field  in  the  spring  of 
1967,  agrreement  was  reached  to  grant 
$26.3  million  of  Development  Assist¬ 
ance  from  Fiscal  Year  1967  funds. 
The  grant  is  for  expansion  of  Damman 
Port,  the  construction  of  civil  air  ter¬ 
minal  at  Dhahran,  an  eng^ineering  sur¬ 
vey  of  the  old  Hej[az  Railroad,  and  a 
mapping  survey.  No  additionid  tech¬ 
nical  assistance  or  special  aid  pro¬ 
grams  beyond  these  commitments  are 
included  in  the  present  Fiscal  Year 
1968  projections.” 

But  when  the  proceeding's  of  the 
House  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs 
were  published  in  July,  the  amount  ear¬ 
marked  for  Saudi  Arabia  was  stricken 
as  a  “security  deletion.”  It  was  diffi¬ 
cult  to  understand  why  the  Adminis¬ 
tration  should  consider  this  disclosure 
a  threat  to  U.S.  security,  since  the 
amount  had  been  given  to  the  public 
in  a  pamphlet  in  June. 

But  the  mystery  has  been  cleared 
up  by  the  Wall  Street  JoumaL  It  now 
develops  that  the  $26  million  was  never 
spent  or  earmarked,  and  the  Adminis¬ 
tration  wants  Congress  to  authorize  it 
once  again.  The  U.S.  thought  that  most 
of  the  $26  million  should  go  to  develop¬ 
ment  of  the  port  near  the  U.S.  airbase 
at  Dhahran.  But,  despite  a  number  of 
trips  to  the  King's  palace  by  Ambas¬ 
sador  Wadsworth,  no  agpreement  was 
reached  before  the  June  30  deadline. 
The  Administration  is  asking  Congress 
to  sanction  the  expenditure  in  the  new 
1968  program.  The  Wall  Street  Journal 
says  that  the  ICA  was  wise  to  put 
some  strings  on  the  grrant  in  view  of 
the  1963  experience.  Our  government 
then  asked  Saudi  Arabia  for  sugges¬ 
tions  on  what  the  U.S.  could  do  to  help 
and  the  King  sugrgrested  a  vast  bath¬ 
house  for  pilgrims  on  their  way  to 
Mecca.  The  bathhouse  was  to  cost 
around  $300,000,  which  included  some 
steam  sterilizers  for  robes  and  prayer 
mgs.  A  site  was  chosen,  work  was 
begnin,  and  then  the  project  was  aban¬ 
doned  when  FOA  technicians  discov¬ 
ered  that  there  wasn’t  enough  water 
to  ran  the  steam  sterilizers. 
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projiaganila  pressures 

Two  statements  served  Arab  propa¬ 
ganda  in  the  U.  S.  within  the  last 
month.  One  was  the  distribution  to 
leading  newspapers  of  a  letter  signed 
by  Prof.  William  £.  Hocking  of  Madi¬ 
son,  N.H.,  long  an  advocate  of  the 
Arab  cause  and  a  member  of  the  irre¬ 
sponsible  committee  that  sponsors  Al¬ 
fred  Lilienthal’s  diatribes.  The  other 
was  a  sermon  by  the  Reverend  Edward 
L.  R.  Elson  of  Washingon,  Chairman 
of  the  National  Council  of  the  pro- Arab 
American  Friends  of  the  Middle 
East. 

Orwell 

The  Hocking  letter  makes  the  aston¬ 
ishing  claim  that  Israel  started  the 
war  against  the  Arabs  following  the 
UN  resolution  a  decade  ago.  He  per¬ 
verts  history  to  conform  to  his  pre¬ 
conceptions  and  in  this  chronicle,  only 
Arab  places  are  attacked  and  only 
Arab  casualties  are  listed.  To  climax 
this  distortion,  Hocldng  makes  the  dis¬ 
honest  statement  that  ''the  documented 
facts  left  no  doubt  that  Israel  was  the 
aggressor.” 

Memory  is  short  and  the  facts  are 
quickly  forgotten  when  they  are  ob¬ 
scured  by  propaganda.  The  Ambassa¬ 
dor  of  Israel,  Abba  Eban,  wrote  a  long 
and  detailed  reply  which  Rep.  Abra¬ 
ham  Multer  (D)  N.  Y.,  put  into  the 
ConffrAnonal  Record. 

It  was  the  Secretary  General  of  the 
Arab  League  who  warned  that  “this 
will  be  a  war  of  extermination  and 
momentous  massacre  that  will  be 
spoken  of  like  the  Mongolian  massacre 
and  the  Crusades.”  It  was  the  repre¬ 
sentative  of  the  Arab  Higher  Com¬ 
mittee  who  said  that  the  partition  line 
“shall  be  nothing  but  a  line  of  fire  and 
blood,”  and  who  told  the  Security  Coun¬ 
cil  in  the  spring  of  1948  that  the  Arabs 
“have  never  concealed  the  fact  that 
they  [the  Arabs]  began  the  fighting.” 
There  are  many  official  UN  documents 
which  record  how  the  Arabs  fought  to 
prevent  the  implementation  of  the  UN 
resolution  and  how  they  invaded  Israel. 
The  UN  Palestine  Commission  was 
never  able  even  to  get  to  Palestine  to 
carry  out  the  UN  resolution  because, 
as  it  reported  to  the  Security  Council, 
**powerfuI  Arab  interesu  both  inside 
and  onlside  Palestine  are  defying  the 
rcsointions  of  the  General  Assembly 
and  are  engaged  in  a  ddiberate  effort 
to  alter  by  force  the  settlement  en¬ 
visaged  therein.** 

There  waa  the  vigorous  denunciation 
by  former  Sen.  Warren  Austin,  the 
U.  S.  delegate,  as  recorded  in  the  de¬ 


bates  of  the  UN  Security  Council  which 
officially  condemned  Arab  aggression. 

Keep  Iliem  Apart 

One  of  the  unanswered  questions  in 
Washington  is  the  extent  to  which 
President  Eisenhower  is  influenced  by 
the  views  of  his  pastor.  Dr.  Elson,  who 
has  been  an  articulate  exponent  of  the 
Arab  cause  in  his  leadership  of  the 
AFME.  Dr.  Elson  just  returned  from 
the  Middle  East  and  in  a  sermon  which 
President  Eisenhower  heard  on  Aug.  11, 
he  declared  that  it  was  more  important 
to  keep  the  Arab  and  Israel  countries 
apart  and  let  them  cool  off  than  to  try 
to  bring  them  together  in  direct  nego¬ 
tiations.  He  went  on  to  suggest  that 
next  year  after  the  cooling  off  period, 
the  UN  could  then  make  a  study  of 
boundaries,  waterways  and  resources 
and  promote  a  settlement. 

Dr.  Elson  did  not  have  to  travel  far 
to  reach  this  conclusion,  for  he  made 
an  almost  identical  statement  in  1954 
in  an  AFME  pamphlet.  This  is  the 
classic  Arab  propaganda  line.  The  Arab 
states  have  always  opposed  direct  nego¬ 
tiations  with  Israel  in  the  apparent  be- 
lief  that  when  Arab  strength  in  the 
UN  has  grown,  Israel’s  economy  has 
been  weakened  by  the  Arab  boycott  and 
American  frieodship  has  been  alien¬ 
ated,  it  will  hd  iwssible  to  impose  a  new 
UN  solutioff  which  will  take  territory 
from  Israel,  force  her  to  accept  Arab 
refugees,  and  to  stop  taking  Jewish 
refugees,  and  diminish  her  capacity  for 
independent  existence. 
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on  July  12  in  Sovietaki  Flat,  which 
makes  the  following  lurid  charges: 

“The  American  imperialists  and  their 
partners  in  the  aggressive  plots  in  the 
Middle  East  are  agrain  trying  to  ex¬ 
ploit  Israel  as  an  instrument  in  the 
war  against  the  independence  of  Arab 
countries.  The  U.  S.  is  providing  Israel 
with  arms  and  military  supplies  to  the 
value  of  |96  million.  .  .  .  The  U.  S.  is 
helping  Israel  to  set  up  military  camps 
on  the  Syrian  frontier,  that  is  to  say, 
in  areas  from  which  it  is  planned  to 
carry  out  aggressive  operations  against 
Syria.  Military  equipment  is  reaching 
the  demilitarized  zone  between  Israel 
and  Syria  at  a  rapid  rate.  The  aggres. 
sive  circles  of  Israel  are  working  out, 
with  the  support  of  the  United  States, 
plans  for  a  military  assault  on  S}rria. 
With  the  knowledge  of  Washington,  Is¬ 
rael  forces  are  being  concentrated  on 
the  Syrian  frontier  and  frequently  open 
Are  on  the  Syrian  frontier  patrols.  By 
means  of  these  provocations,  the  Ameri¬ 
can  imperialists  are  aiming  to  drmw' 
Syria  and  Egsrpt  into  war  with  Israel, 
in  order  then  to  intervene  by  military 
force  in  their  domestic  affairs.” 

The  Director  General  of  the  Israel 


Foreign  Ministry,  Walter  Eytan,  re¬ 
plied: 

“There  is,  of  course,  not  a  word  of 
truth  in  all  this.  No  one  in  Israel  is 
planning  to  attack  Syria.  There  are 
no  Israeli  camps  or  troop  concentra¬ 
tions  on  the  Syrian  frontier.  Israel  has 
not  received,  nor  contracted  to  receive, 
arms  or  military  supplies  from  the  U.  S. 
The  flgure  of  $96  million  is  a  sheer  flg- 
ment  of  the  imagination.  The  U.  S., 
so  far  from  pitting  Israel  against  Syria, 
has  in  fact  been  counseling  moderation, 
in  Jerusalem  as  well  as  in  Damascus. 
The  U.  S.  has  never  used  Israel  as  a 
tool  of  its  policies;  and  if  it  should 
ever  try  to,  Israel  would  not  let  it. 
Israeli  forces  have  not  opened  Are  on 
Syrian  frontier  patrols;  what  has  been 
happening  on  the  Syrian  frontier  is, 
as  the  whole  world  knows,  exactly  the 
other  way  round. 

“The  Egsrptian  and  Syrian  press 
copy  exactly,  almost  word  for  word, 
what  is  printed  in  the  Soviet  Union. 
The  Soviet  press,  in  its  turn,  then 
quotes  the  same  thing  from  the  Egyp¬ 
tian  and  Syrian  papers,  as  if  to  lend 
verisimilitude  to  its  own  tale.  If  the 
news  appears  to  come  from  these  Mid¬ 
dle  Eastern  sources,  it  sounds  more 
credible  to  Moscow  readers.  And  so 
the  propaganda  is  hurled  back  and 
forth,  growing  wilder  and  wilder.” 

At  Both  Ends 

The  British-led  forces  of  the  Sultan 
of  Muscat  and  Oman  have  taken  the 
rebel  fortress  city  of  Nizwa,  thiu  end- 
ing  the  military  phase  of  the  Imam’s 
revolt,  but  the  fight  may  go  on  in  the 
UN  Security  Council  on  an  appeal  from 
the  Arab  League  which  will  be  ex¬ 
ploited  by  Moscow.  Earlier  efforts  by 
the  rebellious  Imam  to  involve  the  U.  S. 
failed,  but  London  reports  say  that 
mines  and  shells  of  American  make 
were  found  at  Nizwa.  The  only  source 
for  American  weapons  in  that  area  is 
Saudi  Arabia.  This  development  con¬ 
firms  the  fears  that  arms  for  the  Arabs 
will  be  aimed  at  our  allies. 

Facing  American  weapons  at  one  end 
of  the  Arabian  peninsula,  our  British 
allies  are  threatened  with  those  of  Rus¬ 
sian  make  at  the  opposite  corner.  Yemen 
is  being  armed  by  the  Soviet  Union  and 
is  also  encouraged  by  the  Nasser  regime 
to  attack  the  neighboring  British  pro¬ 
tectorate  of  Aden.  A  number  of  Soviet 
military  technicians  and  seven  shiploads 
of  Soviet  tanks,  gnins,  planes  and  other 
offensive  weapons  recently  deposited  in 
Yemen  have  alarmed  the  British.  To 
check  trouble,  they  sent  RAF  fighter 
planes  against  the  Yemeni  forces 
massed  on  the  West  Aden  border.  Last 
January,  the  Yemeni  tribesmen  at¬ 
tacked  in  this  area  and  were  beaten 
back  with  sonw  difficulty.  Aden  is 
made  up  of  many  small  sheikhdoms 
whose  boundaries  have  never  been 
clearly  defined.  It  is  strategically  im¬ 
portant  because  it  commands  the  south¬ 
ern  entrance  to  the  Red  Sea.  Yemen 
claims  the  whole  of  Aden. 

4,  D.  C.,  idiler*,  I.  L  AIIsii  U*«ar. 
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